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Sir: 

In reply to the April 26, 2006 Office Action, reconsideration of the rejection is 
respectfully requested in light of the following remarks. Claims 1-4, 7 and 9 are pending in 
this Application. 

I. Claims 5. 6. 8 and 10 Should Be Rejoined And Allowed Upon Finding Claim 1 
Allowable. 

The Office Action, in paragraph 2, asserts that Applicants' election of the invention of 
Group I, claims 1-4, 7 and 9 in the reply filed on 11/29/2004 is acknowledged. The Office 
Action goes on to assert that because the Applicants did not distinctly and specifically point 
out the supposed errors in the Restriction Requirement the election has been treated as an 
election without traverse. As such, the Office Action asserts that claims 5, 6, 8 and 10 are 
withdrawn from further consideration as being drawn to a non-elected invention there being 
no allowable generic or linking claim. 



